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playing field, without tilting it toward
one side or another.

Furthermore, Ex-Im Bank supporters
used a discharge petition to bring this
bill to the floor, a parliamentary tactic
which limits the use of amendments
and creates an end run around the nor-
mal committee process that should
apply to every measure considered by
Congress.

It is the American public that shoul-
ders the risk of these loans, and, at the
very minimum, they deserve an honest
debate on this floor on the best way to
move forward in promoting our exports
abroad.

———

BIPARTISAN BUDGET AGREEMENT

(Mr. CONNOLLY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of the bipartisan budget
agreement that will come before us
here in the House soon. It restores crit-
ical funding for our Nation’s defense
and domestic priorities in a balanced
fashion, sparing us from the mindless
meat-ax cuts of sequestration.

Under previous Republican budget
proposals, spending on domestic pro-
grams would have fallen to its lowest
level in 50 years. It is the threat of un-
certainty, of those indiscriminate cuts,
that has held back our economy.

This agreement also pulls us back
from the brink of defaulting on our Na-
tion’s credit. Although I am astounded
at how some of our colleagues continue
to advocate for such a catastrophe, it
would send a shock wave through the
global economy. We avert that in this
agreement.

Mr. Speaker, governing is about the
art of compromise. Today’s agreement,
not perfect, represents that principle. I
hope your successor and, frankly, more
of the Members on your side of the
aisle, will embrace that spirit moving
forward in this Congress so, once again,
we can start delivering for the Amer-
ican people.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF THE SENATE AMENDMENT TO
H.R. 1314, ENSURING TAX EX-
EMPT ORGANIZATIONS THE
RIGHT TO APPEAL ACT

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 495 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 495

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 1314) to amend
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide
for a right to an administrative appeal relat-
ing to adverse determinations of tax-exempt
status of certain organizations, with the
Senate amendment thereto, and to consider
in the House, without intervention of any
point of order, a motion offered by the Ma-
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jority Leader or his designee that the House
concur in the Senate amendment with the
amendment printed in part A of the report of
the Committee on Rules accompanying this
resolution modified by the amendment print-
ed in part B of that report. The Senate
amendment and the motion shall be consid-
ered as read. The motion shall be debatable
for one hour equally divided and controlled
by the Majority Leader and the Minority
Leader or their respective designees. The
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the motion to its adoption without
intervening motion or demand for division of
the question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from OKklahoma is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), my
good friend, pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, yesterday
the Rules Committee met and reported
a rule for consideration of H.R. 1314,
the Bipartisan Budget Agreement of
2015. The rule makes in order a motion
offered by the majority leader that the
House concur in the Senate amend-
ment to H.R. 1314, with an amendment
consisting of the text of the Bipartisan
Budget Agreement of 2015. The rule
provides for 1 hour of debate equally di-
vided and controlled by the majority
leader and the minority leader.

Mr. Speaker, I want to start with a
phrase I often share with my fellow
Members: In a negotiation, you are al-
ways going to get less than you want
and give up more than you would like.
I think that is a fitting way to describe
the bill we find ourselves presented
with today. In an era of divided govern-
ment, that is the reality we find our-
selves in.

At the beginning of the negotiation,
the President demanded a clean debt
ceiling increase with no changes and no
conditions. In addition, he wanted
more spending and higher taxes. Given
that, I think the deal that we have be-
fore us is a testament to our leader-
ship’s ability to negotiate.

As I said yesterday, Mr. Speaker, no-
body is going to be popping champagne
corks at either end of Pennsylvania
Avenue over this bill. It is what most
things are in divided government, in a
system of checks and balances, and in
an era of polarized politics. It is a deal
that leaves both sides unsatisfied, but
it is a deal that avoids default, pre-
vents a government shutdown, and ade-
quately funds our military. Moreover,
it reforms and funds the Social Secu-
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rity Disability Insurance Fund, saving
it from bankruptcy, and prevents a
crippling increase in the premiums
paid by many people who receive Medi-
care part B.

There are any number of provisions
that Members on both sides can point
to as reasons to oppose this legislation.
I, myself, would have negotiated a dif-
ferent deal. But in determining one’s
support for this legislation, I encour-
age Members to look at what the alter-
native would be, and that is this: the
first default on our Nation’s debt in the
history of this country, significant
cuts to our military in a time when we
need our military the most, and an al-
most 50 percent increase in Medicare
premiums for many of our seniors.
That is the reality of what happens if
we do nothing.

Mr. Speaker, I am encouraged by a
number of provisions in this legisla-
tion. First, just like the Bipartisan
Budget Act of 2013, this legislation sets
forth 2 years of budget certainty for
the Appropriations Committee. That
certainty puts us on a path to ensure
consideration of full-year spending
bills for the next 2 years, just as we
were able to accomplish this past fiscal
year.

In addition, this budget certainty
provides the needed investment for our
military. With the ongoing conflicts
across the Middle East, Russian activ-
ity in Eastern Europe, and Chinese
claims in the South China Sea, it is
clearer now than ever that America
needs a robust military.

Mr. Speaker, most importantly, all
these discretionary spending increases
are fully paid for by offsets in manda-
tory programs.

In addition to these critical invest-
ments, the legislation before us makes
a number of commonsense, structural
reforms to SSDI, like requiring a med-
ical review before awarding benefits,
and expanding Cooperative Disability
Investigations units to investigate so-
phisticated fraud schemes before bene-
fits are awarded. These reforms both
ensure that the disability trust fund
will be able to pay full benefits and en-
sure that those who truly are disabled
have access to this important program.

Beyond that, Mr. Speaker, this legis-
lation realizes over $30 billion in Medi-
care savings within the budget window
and countless billions in years to come.

I am pleased to again be talking
about the real drivers of our debt: the
two-thirds of our government spending
that is on autopilot. If we are unable to
deal with these mandatory programs,
they will end up bankrupting us.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, this legislation
suspends the debt ceiling through
March 15, 2017. Since its inception in
1917, 20 debt limit laws also included a
change in fiscal policy. I am pleased
that this debt limit increase is yet
again accompanied by mandatory re-
forms.

Of course, Mr. Speaker, I would have
preferred stronger reforms, but, in this
era of divided government with a
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